PH (JUS) 


1/4/72 


Relet 42/30, nemo POI 12/pO and enclosures. 


Nature ray reminder rs GDI 408: there in merit in your argument, but I think you 
have not thought through py reasons. I am certain I did not get those oagos and T did " 

30 , .1. - than, from checking my files, what happened is that I told you not to boiler 
sendxng me the duplicate set for Wade after hearing from him, then decided to tSo 
sot to show him, then gave it to him when ho said he'd like Tt ttl , 1 

have the full set from you or the Archives. “* u ‘ u ° Uv> ~ 0v 


Clippins good, thanks. 


Ef I did read v ince ' 3 piece too hastily, us is possible, then I 


apology. It seems to so that quoting Wade as saying there wa3 a’cm^r-cy"a^trey 3 the 

t£ i 'S ty 01 ^ H° n T!f' StinS Wawouaaem ^ n the Situation room, ’if that re where' 
re^.assage originated, whether or not Bundy ms then there and whether a* not be 
due i^rted it. The o nly 'announcement" war by Wade, for his comments were published 

tSfw^dffS? 5 ; 131 ; ? ere a publicity ; to the alleged "aiuounc^ant". 

7 i ? ce dia Wel1 to try ana trace this onee White referred to it but on rh« 

01 1 reca11 ° f what to U!?ed th e most that can fairly te saidis that whoever 

that ^ ^f 10 Was merely ^?eatin s what lie had been told, and 

* rey well have had wire-service origin. But as to Ms earlier writing, I do not 
retreat. Reread Ms dedication of Ms ballistics stuff to Frazier and the 1731 for their 
glorious work, find in the M of 1 yet! 

_ Ww ,^ ~~ t. as f°® Wlth your conclusions * disagree with your method. I think 

cruu^engg the interpretation of investigative file for the record, noint 
outhiss that any use waves the fsaqtet erection (vis American laid), and that both he 
ana the Ooimaission used it, ne deleting the name already oublished. I*d ask what law 
was being enforced in a check to leare whether a lawyer offered to defend an accuoeL 
and ask what _ happened to the original telegram. At the same time I would offer tot to 

K S y<>Ur S , tuff ** ii: contains anything that could be a reflection on 

, e personal life, tut teat oifering to defend a man is net such a thing, esp. for a 
lawyer who has defended Mafia clients. Ecp. ith the telegram beginning P reference 

^ther LZT; f0r + C0un ^ 1 is tha offe to provide representation t^no was' reprehensible. 
Rather doe^ it seem to reflect dedication to the law. If I wou,d not file for +M- I 

would present a challenge and improve the record a bit, wMch could make it nor- valuable 
as an illumination in the future. vaiu^Dic 

She fetes on your letters roughly coindice with some of my comes., as you may 

ULCGCI « t'crirj n M rhu-,-. vv#Vl -i a.-. .1 . . * ‘ } 


have noticed, nugges 


eithei 


, - - , — — r policy to delay us or the accumulation of reauest- 

regular porcessing (violative of the law in either case, certainly of its intent).' 

of win- thTSr V Lfr “f 7 Point in s^oestmg^Tdoubts about the dependability 

cx whaw tne IM tells them. I think you should record, to Mitchell the erro-r » B w tv 
you are correct, give them proof of their doubts. * 

you r interpretations of having jo records of Quiraga contacts are credible. There 
is pother that just earned to me. If each agent keeps Sa own file £ oreSts 

then would oesEmple and foolproof to purge while they arc current file-., before merging 
or reporting to DC. But it is ry belief that DC approval is recuired on infoi£nt“ 

W huXtb- "I 1 " 4 V™ ^ etc.\ as ffiMs’e^lained. 

our hunch tha. derrogatory Mo on Mna might be included is valid. It could also include 

-rxngaaer and others in the «ubon community who could have tore CQ up, and some wouS W 

Here re^ ? S f ther tllan ^ ' !dii haTC ” P° 3t ”/27/63 contacts with^Q. 

. ool x no t x>ress him, but I would ask what law was being enforced. 

The Butler thing remains incredible. One poss. applanation: he was A SI. M 


lOJ 



